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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in G) 
the language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following H 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1 (b)). < 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and — 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 



a. type of material: 
□ a sequence listing 



m 

o 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: ' «< 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3 □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/br table relating thereto 
has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 



CD 

m 
c/) 



1 . B The following document has not been furnished: 

S copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43WS.1 and 66.7(a)). 
□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43&/S.1 and 66.7(b)). ^ 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has ^ 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. = 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim £j 

has been found invalid (Rules 43WS.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international pK 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. □ It has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim because a copy of the priority document Q 

was not available to the ISA at the time that the search was conducted (Rule 17.1). This opinion has Q 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ws.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


3,8 




No: 


Claims 


1,2,4-7,9-20 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


3,8 




No: 


Claims 


1,2,4-7,9-20 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-20 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V. 

1 The following document is referred to in this communication: ^ 
D1 : WO 03/044765 A (E INK CORP) 30 May 2003 (2003-05-30) ^ 

I 

2 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 ^ 

m 

2. 1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because ^ 
the subject-matter of claim 1 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. q 

Document D1 discloses in the passages from page 1, line 1 to line 12, and from ^ 
page 45, line 3 to page 47, line 20) a method for updating an image on a bi-stable 
display by driving at least a portion of the display from a current optical state to a 
final optical state (method of driving bistable electro-optic displays, D1 : page 1 , 
line 1 to line 12), the method comprising: 



driving the at least a portion of the display from the current optical state to a 
reference optical state; wherein the reference optical state is selected based on 
the current optical state (erasing pulse to erase the display from the previous state 
to one extreme optical state, wherein for the even-prepulse case the sum of the 
impulses of the previous writing pulse and the erasing pulse should be equal to 
the impulse necessary to fully transition to the extreme optical state, D1 : page 45, 
line 3 to line 23); and 

driving the at least a portion of the display from the reference optical state to the 
final optical state (application of the blanking pulses and the writing pulse, which is 
chosen based only on the desired optical state to be achieved, D1 : page 45, line 3 
to page 46, line 7). 



3 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 6 

3.1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because 
the subject-matter of claim 1 6 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 



Document D1 discloses, as shown in section 2.1 . above, all the technical features 
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4 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 17 > 



4.1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because 
the subject-matter of claim 17 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 



> 



r* 

Document D1 discloses, as shown in section 2.1 . above, all the technical features ^ 
of the claim 17. O 

o 

-< 

INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 8 



5.1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because 
the subject-matter of claim 18 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 

Document D1 discloses, as shown in section 2.1 . above, all the technical features 
of the claim 18. 



6 DEPENDENT CLAIMS 2, 4, 6, 7, 9-1 5, 1 9, 20 

Dependent claims 2, 4, 6, 7, 9-15, 19, 20 do not contain any features which, in 
combination with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the 
requirements of the PCT in respect of novelty and/or inventive step (Article 33(2) 
and (3) PCT). 



7 DEPENDENT CLAIMS 3, 5, 8 

The combination of the features of dependent claims 3, 5, 8 are neither known 
from, nor rendered obvious by, the available prior art. The reasons are as follows: 

Document D1 does not disclose the technical features claimed in any of claims 3, 
5, 8. 



8 As can be seen from document D1 , all the claims 1 to 20 are industrially 
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